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Topic: Does the 8th Amendment bar the admission of the victim impact evidence during the penalty phase of a capital trial? 
1)Summarize what occurred in this case. 
Among the most crucial products of the victim's rights movement has been the revival of the utilization of impact evidence. Such evidence relates to the victims' emotional and characteristic impact of the crime during the penalty phase of a capital trial. During the case of Payne v. Tennessee (1991), the United States supreme court reversed its guide holding such evidence ruling such evidence to be unconstitutional. The U.S supreme court also left a malleable and vague standard for limiting its admissibility (Latzer & McCord, 2011).
2) Explain the court’s reasoning and final ruling (the finding) in this case. 
With a 6-3 decision, the U.s supreme court affirmed the death penalty for Payne. Chief justice William H. Renquist said the court decided to overrule its decisions in Booths and Gathers. He said that the primary goal of America's criminal justice is to make the punishment fit the crime, and it is not possible if the jury does not know the impact of the crime on the victim and his family.
3) Explain the term "stare decisis" as your text mentions, and explain "Is stare decisis stronger with older precedents?" (Lawrence v. Texas 2003) page 24.
Stare decisis is a legal principle requiring the court to follow a historical case when presiding on a comparable case. Such a legal doctrine ensures that cases with similar facts and scenarios are approached similarly. Stare dicisis is stronger with older precedents, in the case of Lawrence v. Texas 2003. The court reaffirmed the aspect of a right to privacy in earlier cases, for example, Roe v. Wade.
 4) Discuss "Who is the victim "? (the United States v. Whitten 2010) Page 23-24 5) Discuss "How much victim impact testimony is allowed in the sentencing phase?" (the United States v. McVeigh, 1998) Page 23-24.
The victim in the United States v. Whitten 2010 case is the United States. The government accused Wilson of killing for pecuniary gain, law enforcement officers, and killing multiple people in a single incident. Victim impact testimony represents a written or spoken statement describing the impact of the crime, including further losses and suffering. Such statements are crucial as it helps judges understand the personal impact on the victim when deciding the suitable penalty.
Payne V. Tennessee
introduction
	The United States jury convicted the offender Payne of the first-degree assault with intent to murder and first-degree murders of a mother and her 2-year-old daughter. The crimes were committed in the victim’s apartment after the mother resisted sexual advances from the offender. The “victim impact” evidence involves matters relating to the victim's emotional and characteristics impact the crime on the victim's family. Besides, the case involved the admissibility of the “victim impact” evidence during the capital sentencing hearing. This essay aims at analyzing the impact of “victim evidence” on the Payne v. Tennessee case.
Body paragraphs 
In the Payne V. Tennessee case, the court stated that the 8th amendments erect no barriers to the admission of impact evidence. The court went ahead to condones such evidence in capital trials. The majority of Payne found the impact evince important by drawing an analogy between the differing punishment for attempted murder and murder and admission of impact evidence to convince the jury. They compared murder and attempted murder with the death of a victim who leaves grieving loved ones behind and the victim's death with no family. Such an analogy was incorrect since the intended consequence is death in the case of attempted murder and murder. in this case, death can logically increase the penalty to the offender. Payne may not be aware of the victim's family. There are different reasons for the exclusion of the barring of impact evidence. It is illogical to hold an offender responsible for factors unrelated to the blameworthiness (Tretter, 1992).
Admitting victim impact evidence also goes against the court's previous attempt to offer capital offenders a chance to avoid the death penalty. The admissibility of such evidence is also challenging as the court in booth stated that admitting such evidence will promote proportional judgment (Levy, 1993).
Conclusion
Although the Payne V. Tennessee case offered the correct decision, there are severe effects of using impact evidence in a capital trial. The situation. The usage of victim impact evidence leads to massive discretion in the capital sentencing proceeding. The admission of such evidence is inequitable since it is useless to a specific defendant's guilt and moral responsibility. Lastly, victim impact evidence encourages comparative judgment based on emotions rather than motive.
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